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the concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 
116) expressing the sense of Congress 
that the National Museum of Wildlife 
Art, located in Jackson, Wyoming, 
shall be designated as the ‘‘National 
Museum of Wildlife Art of the United 
States’’. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The text of the concurrent resolution 
is as follows: 

H. CON. RES. 116 

Whereas the National Museum of Wildlife 
Art in Jackson, Wyoming, is devoted to in-
spiring global recognition of fine art related 
to nature and wildlife; 

Whereas the National Museum of Wildlife 
Art is an excellent example of a thematic 
museum that strives to unify the humanities 
and sciences into a coherent body of knowl-
edge through art; 

Whereas the National Museum of Wildlife 
Art, which was founded in 1987 with a private 
gift of a collection of art, has grown in stat-
ure and importance and is recognized today 
as the world’s premier museum of wildlife 
art; 

Whereas the National Museum of Wildlife 
Art is the only public museum in the United 
States with the mission of enriching and in-
spiring public appreciation and knowledge of 
fine art, while exploring the relationship be-
tween humanity and nature by collecting 
fine art focused on wildlife; 

Whereas the National Museum of Wildlife 
Art is housed in an architecturally signifi-
cant and award-winning 51,000-square foot fa-
cility that overlooks the 28,000-acre National 
Elk Refuge and is adjacent to the Grand 
Teton National Park; 

Whereas the National Museum of Wildlife 
Art is accredited with the American Associa-
tion of Museums, continues to grow in na-
tional recognition and importance with 
members from every State, and has a Board 
of Trustees and a National Advisory Board 
composed of major benefactors and leaders 
in the arts and sciences from throughout the 
United States; 

Whereas the permanent collection of the 
National Museum of Wildlife Art has grown 
to more than 3,000 works by important his-
toric American artists including Edward 
Hicks, Anna Hyatt Huntington, Charles M. 
Russell, William Merritt Chase, and Alex-
ander Calder, and contemporary American 
artists, including Steve Kestrel, Bart Walter, 
Nancy Howe, John Nieto, and Jamie Wyeth; 

Whereas the National Museum of Wildlife 
Art is a destination attraction in the West-
ern United States with annual attendance of 
92,000 visitors from all over the world and an 
award-winning website that receives more 
than 10,000 visits per week; 

Whereas the National Museum of Wildlife 
Art seeks to educate a diverse audience 
through collecting fine art focused on wild-
life, presenting exceptional exhibitions, pro-
viding community, regional, national, and 
international outreach, and presenting ex-
tensive educational programming for adults 
and children; and 

Whereas a great opportunity exists to use 
the invaluable resources of the National Mu-
seum of Wildlife Art to teach the school-
children of the United States, through onsite 
visits, traveling exhibits, classroom cur-
riculum, online distance learning, and other 
educational initiatives: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That it is the sense of 
Congress that the National Museum of Wild-
life Art, located at 2820 Rungius Road, Jack-
son, Wyoming, shall be designated as the 
‘‘National Museum of Wildlife Art of the 
United States’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
the Virgin Islands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) 
and the gentleman from Utah (Mr. 
CANNON) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on the measure 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

House Concurrent Resolution 116, in-
troduced by the gentlewoman from Wy-
oming (Mrs. CUBIN), expresses the sense 
of Congress that the National Museum 
of Wildlife Art located in Jackson, Wy-
oming, shall be designated as the Na-
tional Museum of Wildlife Art of the 
United States. 

The National Museum of Wildlife Art 
is a private museum located on non- 
Federal land. The museum is housed at 
a facility that overlooks the 25,000 acre 
National Elk Refuge and is adjacent to 
Grand Teton National Park. 

The National Museum of Wildlife Art 
was founded in 1987 with a private gift 
of a collection of art. Today, the mu-
seum features a collection of over 2,000 
pieces of art portraying wildlife dating 
back to 2000 B.C. 

Mr. Speaker, H. Con. Res. 116 will 
help the National Museum of Wildlife 
Art receive greater public awareness. I 
commend Representative CUBIN for her 
work on this matter. We support the 
concurrent resolution and urge its 
adoption by the House today. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

b 1420 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 116, and yield myself as much time 
as I may consume. 

House Concurrent Resolution 116 has 
been adequately explained by the ma-
jority. The only thing I would add is I 
would like to commend Congress-
woman CUBIN for her work on this reso-
lution to designate the National Mu-
seum of Wildlife Art of the United 
States in Jackson, Wyoming. This des-
ignation places the National Museum 
of Wildlife Art of the United States in 
a prestigious class of less than 20 muse-
ums to earn such a designation. 

I urge adoption of the resolution. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 

of my time. 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from the Virgin Is-
lands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) that the 
House suspend the rules and agree to 

the concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 
116. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the concur-
rent resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ENCOURAGING ELIMINATION OF 
HARMFUL FISHING SUBSIDIES 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and agree to 
the concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 
94) encouraging the elimination of 
harmful fishing subsidies that con-
tribute to overcapacity in commercial 
fishing fleets worldwide and that lead 
to the overfishing of global fish stocks, 
as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The text of the concurrent resolution 
is as follows: 

H. CON. RES. 94 

Whereas nearly 1,000,000,000 people around 
the world depend on fish as their primary 
source of dietary protein; 

Whereas the United Nations Food and Ag-
riculture Organization has found that 75 per-
cent of the world’s fish populations are cur-
rently fully exploited, over exploited, signifi-
cantly depleted, or recovering from over-
exploitation; 

Whereas scientists have estimated that a 
significant percentage of big predator fish 
such as tuna, marlin, and swordfish are gone 
from the world’s oceans as a result of over-
fishing by foreign fishing fleets; 

Whereas the global fishing fleet capacity is 
estimated to be up to 250 percent greater 
than is needed to catch what the ocean can 
sustainably produce; 

Whereas the Congress recognized the 
threat of overfishing to our oceans and econ-
omy and therefore included the requirement 
to end overfishing in the United States by 
2011 in the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Con-
servation and Management Reauthorization 
Act of 2006 (Public Law 109–479); 

Whereas the United States Commission on 
Ocean Policy and the Pew Oceans Commis-
sion identified overcapitalization of the glob-
al fishing fleets as a major contributor to 
the decline of economically important fish 
populations; 

Whereas harmful fishing subsidies encour-
age overcapitalization and overfishing; sup-
port destructive fishing practices such as 
high seas trawling that would not otherwise 
be economically viable; and amount to bil-
lions of dollars annually; 

Whereas such subsidies have also been doc-
umented to support illegal, unregulated, and 
unreported fishing, which impacts commer-
cial fisheries in the United States and 
around the world both economically and eco-
logically; 

Whereas harmful fishing subsidies are con-
centrated in relatively few countries, put-
ting other fishing countries, including the 
United States, at an economic disadvantage; 

Whereas the United States is a world lead-
er in advancing policies to eliminate harmful 
fishing subsidies that support overcapacity 
and promote overfishing; and 

Whereas a wide range of countries are cur-
rently engaged in historic negotiations to 
end harmful fishing subsidies that contribute 
to overcapacity and overfishing: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That the United States 
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should continue to promote the elimination 
of harmful fishing subsidies that lead to— 

(1) overcapitalization; 
(2) overfishing; and 
(3) illegal, unregulated, and unreported 

fishing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
the Virgin Islands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) 
and the gentleman from Utah (Mr. 
CANNON) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on the bill under con-
sideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I commend the chairwoman of the 
Committee on Natural Resources, Sub-
committee on Fisheries, Wildlife and 
Oceans, Congresswoman MADELEINE 
BORDALLO, for introducing House Con-
current Resolution 94. This resolution 
will encourage the United States to 
support the elimination of foreign fish-
ing subsidies that lead to overcapacity 
and overfishing in global fisheries. 

House Concurrent Resolution 94, as 
amended, resolves that the United 
States will continue to support efforts 
to eliminate harmful subsidies issued 
by foreign governments to their fishing 
fleets. These subsidies reduce the cost 
of fishing to foreign fishermen, making 
fishing a profitable enterprise where it 
otherwise would not be, and leading to 
overcapitalization, overfishing and ille-
gal, unregulated and unreported fish-
ing. The end result is that foreign fish-
ing subsidies hurt American fishermen 
who have to compete against sub-
sidized foreign fishing. 

We support this noncontroversial res-
olution, as amended, and commend Ms. 
BORDALLO for her leadership on this 
issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 94, and yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

House Concurrent Resolution 94 has 
been adequately explained by the ma-
jority, and I urge adoption of the reso-
lution. 

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, House Con-
current Resolution 94 expresses our support 
for ending the fishing subsidies given to for-
eign fishermen. I appreciate the chairman of 
the House Natural Resources Committee, 
NICK RAHALL, and the Ranking Republican, 
DON YOUNG, for their assistance in moving this 
legislation. 

Foreign governments’ subsidies to fisher-
men are common in many countries around 
the world. Too little of these subsidies go to-
ward beneficial purposes, such as improving 

fisheries management and science. Instead, 
they typically are used to offset fishing costs, 
for example, by providing support for fuel con-
sumption and vessel construction. 

The subsidies artificially decrease the cost 
of fishing for foreign fishermen, making fishing 
a profitable trade when it would not be other-
wise. The subsidies increase the rate of over-
fishing worldwide. Current estimates reveal 
that the sheer number of vessels actively fish-
ing around the world today is up to 250 per-
cent greater than is sustainable, according to 
the World Wildlife Fund. 

The Food and Agriculture Organization of 
the United Nations has found that 75 percent 
of the world’s fisheries are fully exploited, over 
exploited, depleted, or recovering from deple-
tion. There is clearly no need to expand the 
world’s fishing fleets beyond their current ca-
pacity. Quite the contrary. By eliminating the 
subsidies that lead to fleet expansion, we can 
reduce some of this pressure. 

The United States—like other countries—re-
serves to American fishermen and women the 
exclusive right to fish within 200 nautical mile 
of the Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ). Hun-
dreds of foreign vessels each year, however, 
are intercepted while fishing illegally in U.S. 
waters. This rise in illegal fishing, most cer-
tainly contributed to by the overcapacity in the 
world’s fleets, is placing additional pressure on 
our already exploited resources, damaging our 
marine ecosystems, and taking away potential 
revenue from our domestic fishing industry. In 
2006 alone, the United States Coast Guard 
intercepted 164 vessels fishing in our EEZ. 

In my home district of Guam the problem of 
illegal fishing is significant. The Western Cen-
tral Pacific area is considered one of the 
Coast Guard’s three highest threat areas for il-
legal foreign fishing. In 2006, the Coast Guard 
recorded 11 incidents of illegal foreign fishing 
in the Western Central Pacific area. Since 
2000, the Coast Guard has intercepted an av-
erage of 34 vessels per year. And this only 
represents the vessels that are being caught. 

The countries whose vessels are the most 
likely to be found illegally fishing in the U.S. 
EEZ are also countries that provide large ca-
pacity-increasing subsidies to their fishing 
fleets. Because enforcement is so difficult, it is 
even more important that we attack the issue 
at its root by encouraging worldwide capacity 
reduction and by discouraging other countries 
from making it economically feasible for their 
vessels to travel into our waters to fish. 

While we have no direct control over the ac-
tions of foreign governments, the Doha Round 
of the current World Trade Organization 
(WTO) negotiations have placed the United 
States in a unique position to influence the fu-
ture use of harmful fisheries subsidies by 
other countries. Through these negotiations 
the United States has an opportunity to exer-
cise its leadership internationally in encour-
aging the elimination of subsidies that in-
crease fishing capacity and that promote over-
fishing. By passing this concurrent resolution, 
Congress can demonstrate to the world its 
support for our government as they move for-
ward with these negotiations. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to take a 
strong stance against harmful foreign fishing 
subsidies by supporting this House Concurrent 
Resolution 94. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of H. Con. Res. 94, encour-
aging the elimination of harmful fishing sub-

sidies that contribute to overcapacity in com-
mercial fishing fleets worldwide and that lead 
to the over-fishing of global fish stocks. 

I commend my esteemed colleague from 
Guam, the Chairwoman of the Natural Re-
sources Subcommittee on Fisheries, Wildlife 
and Oceans for submitting this concurrent res-
olution. She understands the severe impact 
that over-fishing has on our world’s oceans 
and this resolution is an important step in 
gaining the cooperation of other nations in 
managing our shared ocean resources re-
sponsibly. 

According to a 2006 scientific study, there 
may be no more commercial fish stocks left in 
the sea by 2050. As the report states, since 
1950 29% of the world’s commercial fish spe-
cies have already collapsed. If we do not 
change our course and stop over-fishing, our 
children could be the first generation to face 
entirely empty oceans. 

One major contributor to this precipitous de-
cline in global fish stocks is the huge over-
capacity of our global fishing fleets. By some 
accounts, the current fishing fleet capacity is 
250% of what is needed to catch the max-
imum sustainable yield from the oceans. In 
many instances, this overcapacity is fueled by 
harmful subsidies provided by a limited num-
ber of foreign governments to their fishing 
fleets, leading to over-fishing, and ecologically 
unsound bottom-trawling in international wa-
ters. 

Through our nation’s laws, such as the 
Magnuson-Stevens Act, we have established 
a strong federal policy supporting sustainable 
fishing practices here in the United States. In 
order to successfully manage the world’s lim-
ited ocean resources, however, we need to 
promote the elimination of these fishing sub-
sidies with the cooperation of our neighbors in 
the world community. This Resolution is an 
important first step in developing a global plan 
to manage our oceans responsibly. Again, I 
thank my friend from Guam and I urge my col-
leagues to support H. Con. Res. 94, encour-
aging the elimination of these harmful fishing 
subsidies. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in support of H. Con. Res. 94. I want to thank 
Chairwoman BORDALLO and Chairman RAHALL 
for their efforts on this resolution. 

I know the issue of harmful foreign fishing 
subsidies is one of the key concerns of the 
West Virginia fishing fleet and I congratulate 
Mr. RAHALL on his interest in this resolution. 

All kidding aside, this issue is a global con-
cern. Harmful foreign fishing subsidies that 
threaten the sustainability of legitimate fish-
eries and threaten the economic viability and 
international competitiveness of the U.S. fish-
ing industry must be identified and eliminated. 

Some foreign fishing fleets have been heav-
ily subsidized by their governments and this 
has led to over exploitation of some important 
fish species. 

Harmful subsidies not only put legitimately 
prosecuted fisheries in jeopardy of overfishing, 
but also put U.S. fishermen at an economic 
disadvantage in the global fish market. 

However, we need to be careful when dis-
cussing subsidies because some subsidies 
are actually beneficial. Government programs 
which help fishermen reduce unnecessary by-
catch, which aid efforts to develop ‘‘clean’’ 
fishing gear, which aid governments in moni-
toring or enforcing the fisheries, or which 
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make the fishery safer for fishermen are all le-
gitimate and beneficial governmental pro-
grams. 

Harmful subsidies that increase the size and 
harvesting capabilities of fishing fleets beyond 
the capacity needed to sustainably harvest the 
quotas in a fishery can be harmful environ-
mentally and economically. 

While I support the main concept of this res-
olution—to place the House of Representa-
tives on the record opposing harmful fishing 
subsidies by foreign governments—one sta-
tistic used in this resolution is misleading even 
though it is often quoted. The resolution uses 
the statistic that ‘‘75 percent of the world’s fish 
populations are currently fully exploited, over 
exploited, significantly depleted or recovering 
from overexploitation.’’ Full exploitation of fish-
eries is not necessarily a bad thing. In fact, 
the full utilization of our Nation’s fisheries is a 
key purpose of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act. 
Admitedly, fully exploited fisheries need to be 
carefully managed, monitored, and enforced to 
keep them from becoming over exploited. 

If you remove ‘‘fully exploited’’ from this sta-
tistic, the figure drops to approximately 25 per-
cent. This figure, while much less dramatic, is 
still a concern that we need to address. For-
eign subsidies that contribute to this figure 
need to be addressed. 

The United States has already taken a lead-
ing role in addressing IUU fisheries and in ad-
dressing harmful foreign subsidies. I support 
these efforts and urge support of efforts to 
continue to reduce harmful foreign fishing sub-
sidies. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
additional speakers, and therefore, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
also yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from the Virgin Is-
lands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) that the 
House suspend the rules and agree to 
the concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 
94, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the concur-
rent resolution, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND 
IDEALS OF AMERICAN EAGLE DAY 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution (H. Res. 341) supporting 
the goals and ideals of ‘‘American 
Eagle Day’’, and celebrating the recov-
ery and restoration of the American 
bald eagle, the national symbol of the 
United States. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 341 

Whereas the bald eagle was designated as 
the national emblem of the United States on 
June 20, 1782, by our country’s Founding Fa-
thers at the Second Continental Congress; 

Whereas the bald eagle is the central 
image used in the Great Seal of the United 

States and the seals of the President and 
Vice President; 

Whereas the image of the bald eagle is dis-
played in the official seal of many branches 
and departments of the Federal Government, 
including— 

(1) Congress; 
(2) the Supreme Court; 
(3) the Department of Defense; 
(4) the Department of the Treasury; 
(5) the Department of Justice; 
(6) the Department of State; 
(7) the Department of Commerce; 
(8) the Department of Homeland Security; 
(9) the Department of Veterans Affairs; 
(10) the Department of Labor; 
(11) the Department of Health and Human 

Services; 
(12) the Department of Energy; 
(13) the Department of Housing and Urban 

Development; 
(14) the Central Intelligence Agency; and 
(15) the United States Postal Service; 

Whereas the bald eagle is an inspiring sym-
bol of the American spirit of freedom and de-
mocracy; 

Whereas the image, meaning, and sym-
bolism of the bald eagle have played a sig-
nificant role in American art, music, his-
tory, literature, architecture, and culture 
since the founding of our Nation; 

Whereas the bald eagle is featured promi-
nently on United States stamps, currency, 
and coinage; 

Whereas the habitat of bald eagles exists 
only in North America; 

Whereas by 1963, the number of nesting 
pairs of bald eagles in the lower 48 States 
had dropped to about 417; 

Whereas the bald eagle was first listed as 
an endangered species in 1967 under the En-
dangered Species Preservation Act, the Fed-
eral law that preceded the Endangered Spe-
cies Act of 1973; 

Whereas caring and concerned citizens of 
the United States in the private and public 
sectors banded together to save, and help en-
sure the protection of, bald eagles; 

Whereas in 1995, as a result of the efforts of 
those caring and concerned citizens, bald ea-
gles were removed from the endangered spe-
cies list and upgraded to the less imperiled 
threatened species status under the Endan-
gered Species Act of 1973; 

Whereas by 2006, the number of bald eagles 
in the lower 48 States had increased to ap-
proximately 7,000 to 8,000 nesting pairs; 

Whereas the Secretary of the Interior is 
likely to officially delist the bald eagle from 
both the endangered species and threatened 
species lists under the Endangered Species 
Act of 1973, with a final decision expected no 
later than June 29, 2007; 

Whereas if delisted under the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973, bald eagles should be 
provided strong protection under the Bald 
and Golden Eagle Protection Act and the Mi-
gratory Bird Treaty Act; 

Whereas bald eagles would have been per-
manently extinct if not for vigilant con-
servation efforts of concerned citizens and 
strict protection laws; 

Whereas the dramatic recovery of the bald 
eagle population is an endangered species 
success story and an inspirational example 
for other wildlife and natural resource con-
servation efforts around the world; 

Whereas the initial recovery of the bald 
eagle population was accomplished by the 
concerted efforts of numerous government 
agencies, corporations, organizations, and 
individuals; and 

Whereas the sustained recovery of the bald 
eagle populations will require the continu-
ation of recovery, management, education, 
and public awareness programs, to ensure 
that the populations and habitat of bald ea-

gles will remain healthy and secure for fu-
ture generations: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) supports the goals and ideals of ‘‘Amer-
ican Eagle Day’’; and 

(2) encourages— 
(A) educational entities, organizations, 

businesses, conservation groups, and govern-
ment agencies with a shared interest in con-
serving endangered species to collaborate on 
education information for use in schools; and 

(B) the people of the United States to ob-
serve American Eagle Day with appropriate 
ceremonies and other activities. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
the Virgin Islands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) 
and the gentleman from Utah (Mr. 
CANNON) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on the bill under con-
sideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 341 
celebrates the recovery of the Amer-
ican bald eagle, the symbol of our 
country displayed on American cur-
rency and government agency seals, in-
cluding that of the United States Con-
gress. The bald eagle’s recovery is a 
huge success story for the Endangered 
Species Act and the conservation laws 
which preceded it. In 1963, there were 
417 pairs of bald eagles in the lower 48 
States. Today, there are an estimated 
9,789 breeding pairs. 

Later this month, the Secretary of 
the Interior is expected to remove the 
bald eagle from the list of threatened 
species. Several Indian tribes, who con-
sider the eagle extremely important to 
their culture and even sacred, have 
raised concerns that the eagle will lose 
all protections upon delisting. How-
ever, the Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
and the Bald and Golden Eagle Protec-
tion Act will continue to protect the 
bald eagle. 

I commend Representative DAVID 
DAVIS for introducing this resolution 
which encourages organizations and 
government agencies working on the 
conservation of endangered species to 
collaborate on education information 
for use in our schools. The resolution 
also asks the American people to ob-
serve American Eagle Day with appro-
priate ceremonies. 

This resolution merits our support. 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 

my time. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I rise in support of House Resolution 

341 which endorses the goals and ideals 
of American Eagle Day. 
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